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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-38 are canceled. 

2. Claims 39-68 are currently pending. 

Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent 
basis for the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1 ) and MPEP 

§ 608.01 (o). Correction of the following is required: computer readable medium. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 59-68 are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claims 59-68, the applicant has not provided antecedent bases for 
the computer readable medium in the specification. One of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time the invention was made would interpret computer readable medium 
as a signal (see US 2006/01 16507, paragraph [0016], as "data structures and 
message structures may be stored or transmitted via a computer readable 
storage medium, such as a signal"). The claims are directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 39-68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US 6816874 issued to Curt Lee Cotner et al ("Cotner") and US Publication 
2002/0016814 issued to Bernhard Convent et al ("Convent") and US 6,901,582 
issued to Guy Harrison ("Harrison"). 

As per claim 39, Cotner teaches: 

initiate at least one application executing at least one process that generates the 
one or more database calls (column 2, lines 9-13, a call from an application program); 
monitor substantially continuously a first set of one or more parameters associated with 
the at least one process (column 5, lines 28-31, parameters include parameter includes 
CPU time, column 5, lines 5-10, performance monitor executes on the same thread as the 
application program); 

monitor substantially continuously a second set of one or more parameters associated 
with the one or more database calls (column 5, lines 7-10, performance monitor performs 
operations to access performance data according to parameters included with the call, 
column 5, lines 25-26, input and output parameters); 

identify the at least one process that generated the one or more database calls by 
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correlating the first set of one or more parameters with the second set of one or more 
parameters (column 5, lines 53-57, returned data contain data on the number of get pages, 
number of reads, number of writes, act that occurred during the execution of the SQL 
statements between calls, column 6, lines 60-67, CPU time and threads). 

Cotner does not explicitly teach an application server. Convent does teach an 
application server (see Figure 1, ref no. 10, application server). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Cotner with an application server to efficiently access applications. It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Cotner with an application server to efficiently access applications. 

Cotner and Convent do not explicitly teach display to a client the identified at 
least one process that generated the one or more database calls. Harrison does teach 
this at column 1, lines 40-43 to quickly and efficiently identify and locate potential or 
actual problem areas in application configuration. It would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Cotner and Convent with 
display to a client the identified at least one process that generated the one or more 
database calls to quickly and efficiently identify and locate potential or actual problem 
areas in application configuration as described by Harrison (column 6, lines 25-30). 

As per claim 40, same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches 
further comprising an interceptor component operable to: 
intercept the one or more database calls generated by the one or more processes and 
communicate the second set of one or more parameters associated with the intercepted 
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one or more database calls to the analyzer component (column 5, lines 7-10, performance 
monitor performs operations to access performance data according to parameters 
included with the call, column 5, lines 25-26, input and output parameters). 

As per claim 41 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches; 

intercept the at least one process and communicate the first set of one or more 
parameters associated with the intercepted at least one process to the analyzer component 
(column 6, lines 42-55, performance monitor receives input and output parameters on the 
same thread on which call was made and determined address of the calling thread and 
return performance data). 

As per claim 42 same as claim arguments above and Convent teaches: 
wherein the at least one process comprises an object-oriented method and the 
insider component is operable to communicate the second set of one or more parameters 
for the object-oriented method in a method call tree to the analyzer component 
(paragraph26, Java). 

As per claim 43 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches; 

wherein the one or more database calls comprise one or more SQL calls and the 
second set of one or more parameters comprise: a SQL statement of the one or more 
SQL calls, a SQL execution time of the one or more SQL calls, one or more SQL 
exceptions of the one or more SQL calls, and a timestamp and a thread of execution for 
the one or more SQL calls (column 5, SQL application calls performance monitor before 
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and after SQL statements to obtain beginning and ending time to execute the SQL 
statements , receive call including input/output parameters). 

As per claim 44 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches: 

wherein the first set of one or more parameters comprise a timestamp and a thread 

of execution (column 5, lines 30-50, parameters CPU time, column 6, lines 50-65, 

determine address of calling thread). 

As per claim 45 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches; 

wherein the analyzer component when correlating the first set of one or more 
parameters with the second set of one or more parameters is further operable to: 
compare the timestamp and the thread of execution of the first set of one or more 
parameters to a corresponding timestamp and the thread of execution of the second set of 
one or more parameters (column 6, lines 58-67, process a call to determine performance 
data such as CPU time, thread executing , read/writes). 

As per claim 46 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches; 
wherein the analyzer component substantially continuously provides first 
identifiers of the one or more database calls and second 

-identifiers of the identified at least one process that generated the one or more database 
calls to the client in substantially real time (column 8, lines 20-26, performance data for 
specific thread is returned when executing the SQL application). 
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As per claim 47 same as claim arguments above and Cotner teaches; 

wherein the analyzer component is further operable to: 
collect the second set of one or more parameters (column 8, lines 20-28, returned 
performance data maybe time the tread began executing between two calls). 

Cotner and Convent do not explicitly teach display an alert notification to the 
client if at least one of the second set of one or more parameters exceeds a predetermined 
threshold value. Harrison does teach this limitation at column 2, lines 63 to column 3, 
line 7, compare performance parameters to a threshold and alert user). It would have been 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Cotner and Convent with display an alert notification to the client if at least one of the 
second set of one or more parameters exceeds a predetermined threshold value to quickly 
and efficiently identify and locate potential or actual problem areas in application 
configuration as described by Harrison (column 6, lines 25-30). 

As per claim 48, same as claim arguments above and Harrison teaches: 
wherein the analyzer component is further operable to display a management 

console to the client, wherein the management console presents a view of the provided 

information (Figure Id, console). 

6. Claims 49-68 are rejected based on the same rationale as claims 39-48. 



Application/Control Number: 10/750,104 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2167 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed April 23, 2008 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

8. Regarding Applicant's arguments concerning the rejection of claims 59-68, 
the rejection is maintained. The claimed "computer readable medium" has no 
antecedent basis in the specification. The specification should define the 
computer readable medium as limited to computer storage medium excluding 
paper, signals, waves and transmission media. 

Applicant argues Costner does not teach identify the at least one process that 
generated the one or more database calls by correlating the first set of one or 
more parameters with the second set of one or more parameters. Costner does 
teach this limitation at column 5, lines 53-57, returned data contain data on the 
number of get pages, number of reads, number of writes, act that occurred 
during the execution of the SQL statements between calls, column 6, lines 60-67, 
CPU time and threads and column 6, lines 42-60 as performance monitor stored 
procedure process a call to the performance monitor where the performance 
monitor receives a call including input and out put parameters. The performance 
monitor stored procedure processes the receive call and parameters on the 
same thread previously executing the SQL application from which the call was 
made. Determines the address of the calling thread and returns performance 
data for the thread making the call. 
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Contact Information 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Susan Rayyan whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-1675. The examiner can normally be reached M-F: 8am -4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on (571) 272-7079. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Susan Rayyan 

July 20, 2008 

/John R. Cottingham/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2167 
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